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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/28/08 have been fully considered but they 

are not persuasive. 

On page 14 applicant argues " FIG. 2, elements 9 and 7 of Sekiguchi 
respectively represent a user interface unit for selecting a desired image based 
on an attribute list that is defined as " meta data" (i.e., not "a first image") (see 
Sekigu chi, paragraph [0079]). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees element 9 corresponds to client user 
interface unit for selecting an image, which is desired to be retrieved, according 
to the category or a key image ( first image) of image data to be retrieved, see 
para. 79. further see para. 145 bottom part , note a key frame of the video data is 
displayed with the pieces of attribute information, further in Para. 147 a user 
inputs reproduction instruction through the user interface unit 9 ( step 23) and 
selects attribute information of the desired image ( step 24) . Thereafter image 
data corresponding to the attribute information of the desired image is extracted, 
in the mage information storing unit 5 (second image), according to unit 10. 

Further Applicant argues, the retrieval conditions defined by the attribute 
list, the desired image may be retrieved. However, Applicants note that the 
attribute list as taught by Sekiguchi is in a text format (e.g., XML) instead of 
equivalent to "a first i mage," as recited in claims 1,15, and 27. See Sekiguchi, 
paragraphs [0087] and [0142]." 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees it is clearly indicated, that user interface 
unit 9 selecting an image, which is desired to be retrieved, according to a key 
image of image data to be retrieved. See para. 79. Also in para. 145 see key 
frame as described above. 

Further more Applicant argues to retrieve of the desired image based on 
the attribute list, initially, each image is required to be registered in the database. 
In particular, Sekiguchi teaches that attributes are extracted from an image (i.e., 
the '"desired image") an d then attached to the image, and the extracted 
attributes of the image are stored with the attribute list. See Sekiguchi, paragraph 
[0084]. Therefore, it should be understood that retrieval of the desired image is 
simply based upon selected attributes corresponding to the same desired image 
rather than another image (i.e., not "a first image" and "a second image"). Thus, 
Sekiguchi does not teach the elements of "performing image analysis between 
the first image and a second image" (emphasis added) as recited in claims 1,15 
and 27. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees Applicant misunderstood the Para. 84, 
Sekuguchi provides for an image data base server 1 ,for storing the newly 
registered image data in units 7 for processing attribute list and unit 5 for 
storing image data and characteristic descriptors ( second image). Thus 
Sekiguchi provides for the elements of "performing image analysis between the 
first image and a second image .as recited in claims 1,15 and 27. 
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On page 16 Applicant argues that, the Examiner has not cited and 
Applicants are unable to discern the portion of Amirghodsi that allegedly teaches 
or suggests the missing elements in claims 1 and 15. Thus, Chan in view of 
Sekiguchi in further view of Amirghodsi fails to teach or suggest each element of 
dependent claims 7 and 19 because these claims depend on claims I or 15. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 7 and 19 
are respectfully requested. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees Applicant, Examiner has cited Para. 56, 
further Amirghodsi provides for comparing the first vector with a second vector of 
one or more retrieval attributes associated with a second image , see the query 
color feature vector is then compared to the color feature vectors in the feature 
vector data store. Para. 56 bottom part. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8-18 and 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chen et al. (Pub. No: US 2003/01 1 3027) in view of Sekiguchi 
et al. (Pub. No: US 2001/0004739 A1). 

In regard to claim 1, Chen provides for accessing header data ( Fig.6A 
element 610, Para. 137 lines 14-18, note code stream header is read where 
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relevant information such as DWT levels and code block size and ...is extracted 
)from a multi-resolution code stream of compressed data of a first image ( Fig.6A 
element 610, Para. 137 lines 5-7, note JPEG 2000 code stream, transforms the 
coefficients via DWT, which is multi-resolution); deriving one or more retrieval 
attributes from the header information (Fig.6A element 610, Para. 137 lines 14- 
18, note code stream header is read where relevant information such as DWT 
levels and code block size and ...is extracted) . 

Chen does not provide for performing image analysis between the first 
image and a second image based on the one or more retrieval attributes 
.Sekiguchi provides for the above image analysis between the first and second 
image (Fig. 2 element 9 para.79 see user interface unit for selecting an image 
(first image) which is desired to be retrieved, from the server 1 which stores 
images (second image), via storage 5 and storage 7). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sekiguchi with the system 
and method of Chen to retrieve images based on characteristic values and/or 
pieces of attributed information are extracted from image. See field of invention. 

In regard to claims 2 and 16 Chen provides for the header information 
comprises the number of bits per code block (para. 137 lines 14-18, note code 
block). 

In regard to claims 3 and 17 Chen provides for the multi-resolution code 
stream complies with the JPEG 2000 Standard (para. 137 note DWT levels). 
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In regard to claims 4 and 18, see the rejection of claim 1 . They recite 
similar limitations as claim 1 . Hence they are similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claim 5, Chen provides for the image analysis comprises 
clustering (para.84, see meta-data corresponds to clustering). 

In regard to claim 6, Chen provides for the image analysis comprises 
categorization (para. 137 see DWT levels corresponds to different resolution). 

In regard to claim 8, see the rejection of claim 1 . It recites similar 
limitations as claim. Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claims 9 and 26 Chen provides for the one or more retrieval 
attributes comprise one or more resolution-sensitive features (para. 137 lines 18- 
20, note precincts present in each resolution level). 

In regard to claims 10 and 22 see the rejection of claim 1 . They recite 
similar limitations as claim 1 . Hence they are similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claims 1 1 and 23 Chen provides for the first image comprises 
a scanned compound document. (Para. 74 see scan order). 

In regard to claims 12 and 24 Chen provides for deriving the one or more 
retrieval attributes comprises computing the one or more retrieval attributes 
(para. 137 lines 24-29, note selected resolution). 

In regard to claims 13-14 and 25 Chen does not provides for the code 
stream includes a plurality of layers (luminescence layer, a chrominance layer, 
and a layer for the remaining bits) of coded data and where accessing the header 
data comprises accessing header data connected with one of the layers. 
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Sekiguchi provides for above limitations( Para.95 lines 1-5). it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Sekiguchi with the system and method of Chen to 
retrieve images based on characteristic values and/or pieces of attributed 
information are extracted from image. See field of invention. 

In regard to claims 20-21 and 27, see the rejection of claim 1 . They recite 
similar limitations as claim 1 . Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claim 15, see the rejection of claim 1 . It recites similar 
limitations as claim 15. Except for computer readable (para. 137 see software 
application). Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chen et al. (Pub. No: US 2003/01 1 3027) in view of Sekiguchi 
et al . (Pub. No: US 2001 /0004739 A1 ) further in view of Amirghodsi (Pub. No: US 
2006/0077408). 

In regard to claims 7 and 19 Chen as modified by Sekiguchi 
provides for deriving one or more, retrieval attributes comprises creating a first 
vector of the one or more retrieval attributes (para. 101, Fig. 6 step 13, see motion 
vector extracted in video segment, which produces characteristic descriptor set, 
which corresponds to element 3 of Fig.2 in Sekiguchi) . Chen as modified by 
Sekiguchi does not provide for performing image analysis comprises comparing 
the first vector with a second vector of one or more retrieval attributes associated 
with a second image. Amirghodsi provides for performing image analysis 
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comprises comparing the first vector with a second vector (para. 56 see last part). 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Amirghodsi with the system 
and method of Chen as modified by Sekiguchi to retrieve image by incorporating 
the color feature vectors. See Background of invention. Para. 0002. 
Contact Information 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Ali Bayat whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7444. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on 571-272-7778. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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